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Dear Sir: 

The Applicant has the following comments on the Examiner's Reasons for Allowance 
which accompanied the Notice of Allowance which issued with respect to this 
application on February 28, 2005. 

In the Reasons for Allowance, the Examiner basically quotes language, verbatim, from 
claim 1 and then indicates that the language is "as recited in amended claims 1, 14 and 
16." 

With respect to claim 1, the Examiner quotes language from that claim correctly. 
However, the quoted language cannot be found in either claims 14 or 16, and therefore 
the Applicant objects to the Examiner's Reasons for Allowance as the Examiner mis- 
quotes two of the three claims listed in the Reasons for Allowance. 

Turning first to claim 14, it is noted that claim 14 is a dependent claim that depends 
upon claim 8. The language quoted by the Examiner cannot be found in either claims 14 
or 8, and therefore the Reasons for Allowance are objected to on that basis. 



The other claim mentioned by the Examiner, namely claim 16, is also a dependent claim 
that depends from claim 15. The quoted language cannot be found, verbatim, in either 



USSN: 09/929,839 Page 2 

of those claims either. As such, the Reasons for Allowance are objected to on that basis 
as well. 

This application includes three independent claims, namely, claims 1, 8 and 15. Two of 
the claims are method claims and one of the claims is a system claim. Since these claims 
do not have an identical scope, it is assumed that the Examiner had at least somewhat 
different reasons for allowing each of these claims, and by grouping all of the claims 
together and then quoting the language which the Examiner evidently agrees connotes 
patentability for claim 1 tends to confuse the situation. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to issue new Reasons for Allowance, providing a 
separate reason for allowance of each independent claim in this application and by 
quoting, verbatim, the exact language of those independent claims which the Examiner 
believes to be appropriate in stating his Reasons for Allowance. 

The issuance of new Reasons for Allowance is respectfully requested. 
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